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Dear Ms. Searcy,

Ms. Donna R. Searcy, Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N. W.
Washington, D. C. 20554

Re: CC Docket No. 92-237,

------
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\ Attached please find copies of a letter of this date from
the Director, NANP Administration to the Acting Chief,
Common Carrier Bureau. Since the subject of this letter
could be viewed as related to the subject of the Phase
II proceedings in CC Docket No. 92-237, the Commission's
inquiry on administration of the North American NUmbering
Plan, I would ask that copies of this correspondence be
associated with the docket file in that proceeding, and
that you stamp and return one copy of this correspondence
to me for my files.

Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Sincerely,

~~~.~------"------
~Mi:~ae~ s. Slomin

Attachment

No. of Copiesrec'd~~
UstABCDE
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May 28, 1993

Ms. Kathleen Levitz, Esquire
Acting Chief, Common Carrier Bureau
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N. W.
Washington, D.C. 20554

EX PARTE OR LATE FILED
ROfW/d R. Conners
Director NANP Administration

LCC 18-233
290 West Mt. Pleasant Avenue
Livingston, New Jersey 07039
201-740-4645

RECEIVED

JUN - 1 1993

Dear Ms. Levitz,

This is a report on the status of the Carrier Identification Code (CIC) expansion project. On
April 1, 1993, in accordance with industry-agreed plans, Feature Group B (FG B) and Feature
Group D (FG D) CICs were separated into two distinct pools, and FG B CICs were expanded to
4 digits. Expansion of the FG B resource was accomplished without a hiatus of the availability
of CICs primarily due to the reclamation of more than 320 CICs by NANPA during the period
from August 1990 to date. The second phase of the project, Feature Group D expansion to 4
digits, has been scheduled for the f11"st half of 1995. With the completion of FG B expansion, we
now have a more accurate estimate of the number of 3-digit FG D CICs that remain available for
assignment. Based on the available supply and the current assignment rate (including recent
requests for codes from Canadian entities), it appears very likely that the supply of FG D CICs
will exhaust earlier than previously anticipated.

As of May 1, 1993, 732 FG D CICs have been assigned, leaving 237 codes available for
assignment to new entities. Over the past 6 months, NANPA has assigned an average of 16 FG
D CICslmonth, double the assignment rate two years ago. As a reminder, until FG D expansion
is completed, the assignment of these codes continues to be limited to one per entity under
conservation rules established by the industry. The situation has been further complicated by
unexpected requests recently received from Canadian access providers for 10 FG D CICs to be
used in preparing for the provision of equal access beginning in mid-I994, as recently specified
by Canadian regulators. Canadian projections indicate that approximately 80 FG D crcs will be
required to meet the needs of all Canadian equal access providers.

IT current demand continues, it will be extremely difficult to maintain a supply of assignable FG
D CICs until the IH95 target date previously supported by the industry. Although NANPA
monitors CIC activity closely and reclaims unused CICs assiduously, the number of codes that
might be available remains unknown at this time. Without more stringent reclamation criteria or
a reduction in CIC demand, it appears likely that, at some point in time prior to 1995, the supply
of 3-digit FG D crcs will exhaust and NANPA will begin assigning 4-digit FG D crcs. This
may well occur before access providers have had sufficient time to make the changes needed to
support these 4-digit FG D crcs.

In previous correspondence, NANPA advised the Commission that a hiatus in crc availability
was likely and recommended several steps to ease the situation. Our letter of October 24, 1991,
copy attached, summarized previous correspondence in which NANPA requested the
Commission's assistance in reclaiming CICs in excess of 3 codes which were obtained by
mergers or acquisitions. Currently, there are about 64 FG D CICs in this category that could be
reclaimed. Furthennore, although the exact reasons for the increase in ere demand is not
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known, one possible factor mentioned was the First Data Resources decision allowing non
carriers to obtain crCs. We indicated that, should the demand continue to increase (as it has), we
would renew our request that the Commission declare a temporary moratorium on the
assignment of additional CICs to non-carriers. We believe now is the time for such a
moratorium.

Based on earlier discussions within the industry, it appears unlikely that the date for FG D
expansion can be moved forward. Switch vendors need considerable lead time to program and
test the necessary software modifications to their switch generics, and substantial time is required
to modify the large number of switches in the network.

In summary, unless the demand for FD CICs can be reduced and/or the supply expanded, it is
highly probable that there will be a hiatus of unknown length in the availability of FG D CICs.
We welcome the assistance of the Commission along the lines outlined above to help resolve this
situation. In the meantime, will continue to keep you advised of the demand for CICs and the
status of FG D expansion. Further, we will advise the interested industry participants on the
status of CIC expansion project through appropriate industry forums.

Sincerely,

Copy to

Peyton Wynns - FCC
M. M. Bogdan - ICCF Moderator
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VICe President
Operations Technology

October 24, 1991

Mr. Richard M. Firestone
Chief, Common Carrier Bureau
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W., Room 500
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Mr. Firestone,

I am writing to update you on the status of effons by Bellcore, as administrator of the
North American Numbering Plan (NANP), to recover fifty two carrier identification codes
(CICs) that were obtained by entities through mergers and· acquisitions (M&A), which are
to be returned for reassignment under the current CIC assignment guidelines.

In our April 10, 1991 letter we advised you of measures that might be taken by NANP
administration to prevent or delay exhaustion of available three-digit CICs until four-digit
CICs might be implemented. Among these was return of· M&A CICs, as specified in the
assignment guidelines that were the product of industry consensus. Under these guidelines,
an entity gaining in excess of three domestic CICs as a result of merging with or acquiring
a firm that already holds CICs is· to return the excess for reassignment within two years of
the merger or acquisition (or by March, 1991 for mergers and acquisitions that occurred
prior to March, 1989).

In our July 10, 1991 letter, we advised that the assignment rate had increased to an average
of 11 CICs per month, which increased the likelihood of CIC exhaustion prior to their
expansion to four digits. This increase made it even more urgent for entities to return the
M&A CICs and for local exchange carriers (lECs) to expedite expansion of Feature Group
B (FG-B) CICs to four digits. Attached to this letter was a copy of our request to each of
the holders of the M&A CYCs requesting that they make these CICs available for
reassignment as specified in the assignment guidelines. The holders were asked to respond
to the FCC and to NANP administration. We also proposed that the Commission consider
a temporary moratorium on assignment of CICs to non-carriers if exhaustion appeared
imminent. We sought guidance from the Commission in both the April and July letters.

435 South Street
Room MRE·1G302
Morristown. NJ~1961
(201) 829-2400
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Five of the nine holders of the 52 M&A eICs replied. A copy of each of their responses is
attached. As is shown on the attached summary, two entities have offered to return a total
of 14 CICs and we are in the process of working with these entities and the LECs to
facilitate their return. The remainder of those responding have either refused to return any
CICs or have noted that their two-year period has not yet run and have deferred a decision
on their remrn until then. Four entities did not respond.·

On October 4, you sent letters to the LECs and to the Industry Carriers Companbility
Forum (ICeF) seeking information on when LECs will be prepared to expand FG-B CICs,
whether they are willing to waive charges by entities returning CICs, and what actions they
would suggest in addition to conservation and reclamation to prevent a hiatus.

We have sought to keep you and your staff fully apprised of the status of CIC assignments
and their potential exhaustion. We have sought your guidance in how to proceed in
recognition that conservation measures such as reclamation of the M&A CICs are
controversial, and the costs and benefits associated with such reclamation are the subject of
disagreement. Your October 4 letter to the LECs and to the IeeF is an important and
useful step towards resolving these disagreements. However, while that letter endorses
cooperation by those M&A holders that have agreed to return excess CICs, it does not
require surrender of excess CICs by those who have not so agreed.

As we have previously stated, Bellcore as NANP administrator does not compel action by
industry. That is a government function. We have sought to persuade the industry to
comply with the assignment guidelines, with limited success. In the absence of your
direction that eICs be returned by entities that are unwilling to return them, we cannot
force their return.

Even with the potential return of some (or all) of the 52 M&A CICs, we are very
concerned that increased demand for CICs may cause the CIC supply to exhaust prior to
FG-B expansion. Although the reasons for the current increased demand are not known, a
contributing factor may well be that non-carriers such as Domino's Pizza are using CICs to
provide novel services to their customers, as is described in the attached New York Tunes
article, and that publicity about such uses may be stimulating additional demand. In an
effort to better identify whether the increasing demand for CICs is coming from carriers or
non-carriers, from now on we will be asking entities seeking CICs whether they are carriers
or not. (We have not done so in the past, because CICs were available both to carriers and
non-carriers.) When CIC assignments reach the 900 level, if it appears that CICs will

• The entities that did not respond were LDDS, Metromedia Communications Corp., Northwest
TelecommUDic:ations Co., and u.s. Sprint. In related correspondence, you received an UDSOlicited
response to our April 10 letter from Long Distance North, dated August 12. Long Distance North docs
not hold M&A CICs and we therefore had not sent a letter to them seeking reclamation. We believe
their concerns have been answered in our April and July letters to you.



- 3 -

exhaust prior to FG-B expansion and that the increased demand is in fact coming from
Domino Pizza-like non-carrier uses of CICs, we will strongly renew our proposal that the
Commission declare a temporary moratorium on the assignment of CICs to non-carriers.
It should be emphasized that such a moratorium would probably last for only several
months.

In the meantime, we will continue to work with the industry to advance implementation of
CIC expansion, and proceed with our efforts to reclaim unused CICs in anticipation that
these steps will help prevent a hiatus in the availability of CICs.

Sincerely,

~ fl-.9...;..
G. C. Via
Vice President
Operations Technology

Attachments

Copy (wIatt.) to:
G. Vaughan
T. Spavins
P. Wynns

------'-


